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lii response to reference, the SMAUOVEs have commented 
as follows: 

1. Thank you for the copy of Eerik HEINE'S deposition, which 
we have examined and compared witii the information previously 
submitted on HEINE. ‘ ' 

2. As you are aware the case of Eerik HEINE has aroused 
considerable interest in this country, and we expect that this 
interest will -be redoubled in August when the results of Judge 
THOMSEN'S deliberations become known.' We anticipate further 
questions in Parliament and a continuation 6f the public debate 
on the merits of the HEINE case. It would be to the mutual 
advantage of both our organizations if we could be kept promptly 
advised of all current developments. 

3. Is is noted that throughout HEINE 's deposition and in 
the interview we sent to you on 10 June 1964, he gave a number 
of names and addresses of people he claimed v;cre familiar with 
his activities at certain periods of his life. Have these people 
been, interviewed? If so, may we be' provided with the . resuil ts 

of these interviews. In view of the publicity that this case 
has received in North America , and doubtless in Estonian emigre 
circles throughout the world, has your Agency received any 
, unsolicited information pertaining to HEINE from people wiio knew 
him during the period 1940 to 1956? Has any of this information 
confirmed the suspicions that HEINE is a KGQ agent? Do you have 
any information not available to us which would tend to prove, 

* Or disprove that HEINE is a KGB agent? 

4. We would appreciate more information concerning the 
■interview with HEINE in Germany which was sent to us with your 



letter (see OCOW 4356, 25 July 1963) and will 
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son:p of l;iie names inoiitiQnod by HEINb. iv'as the interrogator an 
■ostonian? What v.'ero his conwnents on the A’oracity of ilL'INE's 
story? Do the suspicions of your /r.;pn'"y stem fi'om this original 
intei'view? Hov; many times was the document translated and 
summarized before it reached the form in which it was sent to 
us? In tills respect, we would point out an obvious error on 
page 10 ill which it is stated that subject's friend, Ilmar 
ILiVES, was killed while driving a bus. Two paragraphs later 
it is stated that after this accident ILVES was arrested in a- 
liotel. ft becomes apparent in the deposition that this friend 
of HEINE'S lost his documentation because he Icllied someojie 
wiiile driving, Heenuso of the many. discrepancTc's between HEINE’S 
stoi-y as told in the deposition and IVis account in Interview "A", 
we feel that it is 6if tlie utmost Importance to e.stablish the 
reliability and completeness of Interview "A". 

5. According to. the deposition, two separate interviews 
took place in Germany. One (on page 848) lasted for two hours 
a pd was conducted by the West . German author i tle.s ^ the other 

( pa ge 8GS1 was conducted by American Embassy officials. lYhich 
Interview is represented by Interview "A"? Have steps been 
taken to collect and correlate the interviews of IIEINE in 
Germany? If so, we would appreciate seeing the results. 

6. Now that you have had' an opportunity to study HEINE'S 
deposition, we are wondering whether the views oppressed in 
(OCOW 4356) have changed. Do you still believe that HEINE 
was recruited by the R.I.S. in 1940 after his first arrest? 

IVe agree that the hearsay evidence of Ilmar VESKIMETS certainly 
supports this hypothesis.' On the otlier hand, does HEINE claim 
that he was one of 20 prisoners exchanged for "German Communists 
and Jews" make his story more credible? It is strange that the 
Germans had no suspicions of HEINE during his service in the 
German Army. Kis service in the Estonian Political Police 
and his subsequent promotion to commissioned rank in the 
-German Army would tend to indicate that HEINE was considered 



legitimate anti -Communist by the Germans, 



IIEINE's request 



— CO be re~ie“ased 61 ms political duliciiJ iUlU tb return to the 
1 front is hardly consistent with his being a KGB 

agent. It'*^^^r^asonable to believe that' HEINE would be of 
more value to the Soviets as a political police agent than as 
a soldier in the Estonian Legion. 
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7. Even if we accept the theory that the production and 
distribution of the film "Creators If Legend", IIEINE's anti- 
communist lectures and the publication of his biography are 
merely smoke screens to hide his real purpose of creating 
dissension and .uncovering intelligence sources amongst the 
Estonians of North America, there are a number of other 
factors which we find difficulty in fitting into this theory. 









8. F.i rst there is the public and prolonged protestations 
of HEINE himself. The success of HEINE as a KGB agent of 
dissension depends entirely on his ability to maintain his 
story and to convince the Estonian emigres, and the rest of 
t!ie world, of his bona fldes. The KGB must be exceptionally 
sure rf, their man and his cover-story to allow or direct him 
to take the \inprecedented steps of sending an affidavit to 
the FBI, and offering to take a lie detector test (page 87 
of deposition) , and c'o institute slander proceedings against 
a man he suspected co be emp. yed by American intelligence.. 

In this respect, the time element 'is noteworthy, the first 
indication . that we have of RAUS's adverse, remarks about HEINE 
is on 19 May 1963. inilNE states (page 37 of deposition) that 
he heard the remarks, in June or July 1963 and sought legal 
advice at the same time. Is it reasonable to assume that 
HEINE, being a KGB agent, v/ould hear of these accusations , • 
report them to the KGB, Moscow, and v.dthout any apparent 
personal qualms or faltering, accept the<r^^y decision of 
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KGB Headquarters to pursue the whole, question to Its ultimate 
conclusion through Amei'icnn courts of law? Can the KGD be 
expected to reach such conclusions, of far-rcaching significance 
in so short a time? U«rv could they be so sure that llETNE and 
his story would stand up in the lifeht of world-wide publicity? 



9. Another major factor- which 
against. HEIKE being a KGB agent is 
film "CroQtors of Legend" to Sweden 
of KHHUSHCIIEV’s visit to that count 
importance of this visit to Soviet 
coolness with which KHRUSHCHEV wa's 
Heine's action, if indeed it is tru 
majesty. Has this "been verified, a 
made to interview Mr. AIITI PAE of S 



, if ii-ue, we feel mitigates 
tlie fact that he sent the 
to coincide witli the date 
ry. When one rememb;ers the 
diplomacy and the general 
received by the Swedes, 
e, comes close to lese- 
nd has any attempt boon 
tockliolm? 



10. Having mentioned the points which wo feel are in 
HEINE'S favor, we will consider some of the glaring discrepancies 
revealed in HEINE'S background when his deposition is compared 
with other stories. If generous 'allowances are made for memory 
lapses, it seems that the main discrepancies in HEINE 's story 
appear after his alleged journey to Siberia. The most difficult 
part of his story to believe is also the part which appears 
Impossible to corroborate - that is HEINE'S activities as a 
guerrilla fighter from 1946 to 1950. In this respect we have 
noted the adverse comments of Eugene RAID and we arc wondering 
whether RAID has been able to supply the names of other person.s 
nowv.in the free world who can testify as to HEINE'S activltie.s 

or lack of activities during this period. Has Olaf TAMMARK 
been able to supply any pertinent information? 

11. When one considers the detailed, circumstantial and 
totally different accounts of the events leading up to the 
death of VAINOMAE, "the last man" in subject’s guerrilla band, 
as given in interview "A" and in the deposition (pages 647 on) , 
the only charitable conclusion to be drawn is that subject 

has told so' many stories and spread so many fictional accounts 
of his exploits that he can no longer distinguish between fact 
and fiction,. If one takes -the more sinister interpretation 
that HEINE led the band only. to preside over its liquidation 
then either of the two stories would serve to cover HEINE'S 
betrayal of t.he last surviving member. 

12. There ave a number of other discrepancies between 
the deposition and Interview "A" of which wo feel sure that 
you are fully cognizant. These include the two totally 
different stories of how he obtained a false apassport 
(page 606 of the deposition) ; ttie difference in names of the 
man on whose behalf HEINE attempted to obtain a passport 
(page 581 on); the ' completely different accounts of subject's 
life between 1948 and 1950 as described in interview "A" and 
the deposition; and the difference in names of the man who 
allegedly betrayed him at Tallinn in 1950. 

13. We cannot help but agree that no matter which of 
HEINE'S biographies is accepted, it presents a severe strain 

on the credulity of the reader. Vie are wondering whether KAUS's 
lawyers have any.. comment ' to make on the veracity of HEINE'S 
story and his demeanour while being interrogated. Have any of 
your defector sources been shown the story for comment? Has 
any part of HEINE'S' bacVrgi-ound been verified by Gerraan records? 
What is the opinion of the. West German authorities on i-EINE's 
release by the Russians in 1941 and 1S56?. liave other people 
in similar cii'curhstances been able to obt.'sin releases based 
on Gorman citizenship? 

14. The more we leai'u about the HEINE case, the inoi-e 
Questions 'we find unanswered. W'e are reluctant -I'-o approacli 
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ilKIJU'; or to conduct furthor inquiries in Canncla while the 
case is still sub-.-jucUce in tlie U.S.A. But we feel that we 
sliould he n):Hle ;i’.vare of the extent of your inquiries and tho 
inquiries made privately on behalf of Jl/\.US's lawyers in Canada 
and the U.S.A. Your comments on tliis, and on nil, otiier aspects 
of the case, wi.ll he awaited with interest. 

15. We would appreciate receiving n transcript of the 
pre-trial hearing. Could you also let us have copies of the 
newspaper articlos montioned in pages 141-142 of the deposition. 
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